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3.2. W TR4T4 ft l?*T3ftftftt ft fftHfclfacI 4lft 4?ftt t - 

(i) ??T TETF4 ft TcET yft4R3ft ftt 44ftf WP'KH Hlft4>I 4>t ?T4T 4TR 47? ?ft ft, ft ??W ?T4T 4% 4ft 

ft 3ft? 4ft Hld^tcifll 4? h)<jJ<I cft^l 4ft ftftTTftft ^ +cf?T ft? ftfftftft 4??J4T? ft? ft 

ftftRPIcT ftftTft ft fftTft ft WTfft 5^t I 

(ii) ftcftTftft ft IftftFT ?ft?t ft? ftfftdft ft? ?pft ftfFTftft 4jfftft ft fftwftftft ?ft? ft? KIH ?ftftt ! 

(iii) 4??J4T? ft? H'HlRcl 4>?ft ft fcP? fftftt ftlft 4ft ftfft ftTcft ftfft ^4> afRFT ftftTIftft ftFT c14> fft '34?4>ft 
4ft 73?ift, fttftft 4ft Rfft4p ftftnaft, amfcr ftftftl anfft ftft 4>i?ftf 4ft ftnfftpr 45ftr ^ tftftftpn w 

ft i 


(tv) H'hllffttT ft? flTftl 4R4T4>? tr r ftftftfftST 4ft ?i?o1 ftftKfftT I ij?145 3(fftftctd, ft4> 4?^ ft W?ftft 4»?ft 
ftt HFTft ft fftft 4?§ ftTTf ft??ft? aftftp WTO ftftPPH ftftt ftpft I 

(v) IPRnfftft 4ft ft ftftfttRftft ft? STjHlPlrl STIft 15 45?T3 W ft 3EJftffta Rft 4ft ?p4T ft 15.27 4RT? 
w; ftpfi i fftftci aftlftro ftlftilft* Bftrr i 44 ft stffjcR aifftftft ft? 4Wcrfftjn srtvh -*m ft 
viMickt ?nftrffti4> Tfwn ?nft! ft fsftj 5.32 4?ft5 ?jt? ft aw 4ft ft tmmr ftftt 1 


4.1 ftftftflftlftl 4ft ftW4 ftftft ftiflfttira) 45 ?lft ?T4iftff wfclfftftp fftplft 4ft vJ44ft ft fcEJ wR^lfcifl 

fftftn ftfti «it 1 


42 fft fOTlft vFFFft 4£ft ftl ft ft) I ftftftTTft gift HT^cT feftfftft 4>T 

?n? fVn^m? t - 


ffirrre qgTaft ft*? (ftftft?) 


(i) ftft J 4 >.;<?.4) ft]?T w*tlRft ftfftft 4ft ftfftrftt4>?ft cfft ?Ift4 "ft effftft 3^4T $ aft? 4ft 
45 4ft 1998 ft ftftaftfttftt 45 ?IW 1ft?T4ft 4ft ¥Tcrf ft ftf ^ CIT I 

(ii) ftftft 4ft ^ ftftf eft aft? 4? ?rftr ?f4fft4 ftTTT 4ETT4 4? ?TftftcT 1|3IT I 

(iii) WTR 4? fttftf 45ft 3I«rf?T WT aft? TO4 fl4J44T3ft 4ft ?Tft4tft ft ftf4T W t S’Hfft?, TJTaftftt^t 

ft ^nfti ftsw ft ftt ^ft ai^ftifftr 4T? fft^T aft? 44 ft 4 T#r twr :n^fti44 ft ftp? HifcT? u i ftr aiftffti 

45 ? 1^<4I ft | 



[HFTin—$T*5 4] 




3 


(iv) t TPFT SRT #7TT 7J5TT? Mt *RT t, Rtf # %RTT 2 RtfR 3 Rf R f#J Mtf R# 

# 7RTRTT #I#T RT SPJtftf ftRT RTtfT t. tf? VR %tf7 ?rft 4 > 7f WI# Rt ^rmrtoRT 

r# afR arm# 4 crtt m ttRt 4 #tf f##t #f 4 twrtt r#t i 


5.i Rraitf # toMr #f#T rt xprarrM if 1###^r r# r? 3#Rrt 7j^/7tf<#Rm Target 3 *# 

rt arjm Mtt w «jt - 


(i) #IRW# RT cTF{, OTtf # #vjJRT TtfR ar^j# I 

(ii) #vjJ?TI uPTr antfTfeT <T7t RT h+chM wlcl TTtf RfT 4 tfMfcftf R^tf R f#J 3TR1I^ 'OlH R# Rfe 
■#7 'ifem RT Mm ^ RMltftf R3R I 

(ili) M# cfH mf # f#J RI Mff# R# £3 ^tfTTCRtfT 7TFT #7 TOJRT 'TRI-MRI (aftw §R f#Ttf 

^irh) 1#m#r r t#j arum 1 

(iv) RT 1999"2000 #7 2000—01 # #7H MRJoT# £RT TJ37TH tRV tfV y7TJR7 RT# #7 TJTtfRT #' 
MR orfrddi r rircfi # fcr? W'knM Rtf m r?j# #r tkrpt # <j?rt 4 Mpi Mr m 
Rjct f#V ’TV TIRT^ RT <JcFTRtfR (am 1 ! t 


5.2. ## 7T*jf#T TjRTT # RtfJ# R affrltM. Rf### 3T7T Ml RTT 7M>vf)R7»l Mrjott 


(i) f### ##P cTtfltf R #TH R arpH t#J ’TV ### R t#J TTT^ W£ft ll M W #^TT 

9 ^ 9 1< ttptti y# mt rt y# m m 4 yf#t#r r# R f#j am# tff Mr i q ftR<RT rt Mm 

RT Tjaj Ri4dicM R3R ytfjtf f^RT T RT ?" | 

(o) ^ f#rft# i? f#? Mr ^ R^kh aiwiRd t i yfci ftro ^ 

'3RRR # Mr# arfM? ?T# ^5T R#^I WdT ^ Wf ?RT I ^ir # fRSRT ?TT W< 

^11^ vjfl# t f4> «R T# f#TS ytcT pi ddTT^dl yfrT 3TMi FT vIT# t, ?W # 1#T^'T 

# #W vTPKT ^ 3TRR m 3R MlT «TKTT t I tR #T %fl tJTTT micH $ ROR 4 M # 

^♦ttw ewir af^r tR w M, M anfe M am »®t m # Mr Mit onm %] 


6 - ^ ^ wfnM ^ Mir 14 yfeooi ri Rgp?r ^rti^ arRifM # # 1 ^fRi^ 

4 WT 1 ## % Mwiq # mt # ! MlT % M? *Ff RTt # # f#J «IT, f# HR| 

tri dtsiMTid h?jcr yifeRm 4 fMi ey i 7i# y#wr#. Mtor wi# ^# mrR # 7i?Rr er 1 ^ j i m r?t# 
^# #T 4 7jf#T #RT f# ^ TRdiq RT 1J#T 7R#T RSRT t I 
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cNt hcFtt f$ gfaT, <tFil+ ftif fIFft FFf F MFh TroiRFf F t^rv wi f? 

cFTFJ \5TT% FtF $TfFFT FF HPT RfcrfRcT fFTHT £ Rt? ^(Wl Fit rl*ilcft t)F HTF F? FUNlRd FFt #1 
Fjtf Fftt 3 HF RHF FT HFFTT t faRTHT “wfcT SF* H? FrFRFTc[T FF HtRTTfFH FR»ft HI Fd I 

HF HTFFT FlHT 1% "FtfT FF" F? FF f^RTfW HTH ift \jfe51vjft <^lrfHl FF vJ^ vTFTTHFicTT FTHT HR*) 

Ft feP? m(ff HlRFl HFTH 3ft? F4HJTFT FRF F> fcPJ liRfl FT?t HR RFFTT 1 SnftSFTFF? ^ H? 
FF g*RTH FRF. RT TTO 3jft F>l4Fd ?f Ff^T fST F^t t I FFF FrFF ^TRT Fit R^fFT FlHFT RTHH 
apf. feRTF^T TJo'tFT F^cff F#f FPft, FRF 3TWFT "% fRFF" <tFTH FRFT FF HFFTT t, Ff?JT FHRpftd 
SRT FtFTF ftRF W t. FT FF 'HH'HJI F? FHT4t FFT % KFF fFFT FIT RFFTf t I vJrFTHFFTT ?TF«T 
HHIdH Fit TPTTT cTTHcT FTH FRF FT fcFJ HFcT? vFFTHFFTT SIFT FRF FT fcTTJ RlH'jft FjfcTHt F> fcPJ 
UTRITFF 4> RF Ff 4 FR*ft } 

FfcT H? RFKllt Jp fcfF ?FF| F? FF RwRui Pmrf? ?RT ?t FThMcTT RFJHT Fft? HTTFF7T STHlftif FRF 
Fit T??ft Weft RTfFt 5TO HHF* RFf FTR d^FR FFRTF aFRT FF RfoSIW HFT RFK^I FF 3f®fFT 

w 

\dc^4sfF*J“i FR^tePF FR*t hVf HF7Tj4t I 

FF FIFFT gtHT f4> RTfH RfipTT FFF? TJvfc for# Ft FTHPf F FTF FT' FF4 F5 fcFJ FF^ (JTF RF1F 

F 1 ? FfFnstt ?f>fcTFT cfi\ RcTTF/FFTT^ tFFJ FTJ FFFf F? FF—FT? F? tF'4? FRF ?FF^ F? 3TTFT? 

F? ^FFTF FRF ? I fjFFtf F? FFTcft fFtF^F cfT?Ft/F?WFFT F> tRF fSrfcfF FRF HHH TJFT €t ^rfFFT 

F^ F^t cTFTF F^t Fg FRFT F$t 'FFTFFT # FTFntt t I 

(in) | F? PTFR . FF^pM, F-FTTTFn^trd ajt? tM OTj^FT WFi/Ct^FcTt F. ?F?t dd TfffiTFT Ft^ 

FFttF FFfr ’tt RFj; F^t Fit Hlf «tt, WTFjt ^ctt cpTTjf/FTF F? FFT?t Fit F?JctT fFF^ 3n»7TRF df 
t I PT FFF ^Fffl Ft FlFct tf, FdH ^rfFF^t (Fit FtF H? nf*?F>t t> ^ t) F^t OTjf-t ^ fcTTJ 

cTFW FTFf FIRT FFR FTFFJcF5 F SJIlfFd t%FT FTTFT t 3RIFI flg?FF OFT? F> ?^F F FTRF % cTFTHT 

FTTFT t I FTFt FTFH F?JR IFii; FF HFT? 3HF#-F? F? 3T1 FTRf ? F % M MRTctt F? I 
F?^YFFFHFTFF5fF>FFT Ftv^FI FlFt ^rfFFi Ft# (Ft4tuct4t) FRT FT FTFT FHT £ I #%dFt 
Ft FTFrt F 3Fn4-FHtllRd F? RFlF Ft tFpj 3 PTFtF fF F^ftT F>T FlHSH FFTcTH 5T?T Ft ?TF«fF f&HT 
FHT t 3lt? ^?T FidF-Til R 5 ? -HIFMF FF «|F!FFi W^FTFF TTM ^ I 

(iv) FtFlf^ ¥F FwRsT tFPTT FHT t fFt H? H^FT F>t FF> Ff FFt t, fSRT FF f?T FtIFFRF ^T?T 

iFR^fFtl fFtHT FTFTT t I ^Ft FBFpTFt F d# F^FT FF FF ftPtHlFd FrF F> IcFT FTTF ^fe'FTW 
F? tFtdTF ttHT? 5HTF FTR FFF F_^RTT RPJFT I FFt FFF 3ft? RlFcpTOTt FF STJFFT cTFTF 

HFF gtF F) trfF FfR ^nFt, dlgM) 4jfcTFt, Ft#3T7t 3lt? ?HTFR FTFcT ?T tcF^T FTTF HTH ?FPPft 
cPT FFt <t»l4Fd VtttT FfdT fFTHT FTPJFT I 

RHlfF. TpTFTlFtFt ^ TRFTF FF g^FT FF 3nF 3PFFF FRF fePJ ?tF> R3F <Ft 3TIF?HF»df F^t tl 
??T fRQSH F HFT HF vicdo FRFT F*lF % t4> ?T^tF FtIF FFtf tiwi-1 ^JFFn^’tFfF), F*f 4 F FtFFF 
FFIHH Ft IfFtTIFTF ^BFTF FFF ^TRT ^ HFgpF FF?FF RTFF ^ fcP? FFFf TTFFFF 
MFIcH #Jt Ft FtfFdFttFRR F? ^ 3FFHF f^FTT t I FTcT Ft F FRJF FfFFt F FF3TTit'ttFF 
F ^TlFFi RFt Fit Fl'iJFI «u||^ 1 FF vTcFTFFidl fdF>d FT ?TW HtcT-FF FF F pR^Rttl FRF FF Ft 
^gSTTF tFHT t I 

(v) WF? Tjq-F?T (ii), (iii) #T (iv) F #HT FcFlH IFtFT FHT %, afl? WFRFj dFt Weft l R , 
WFF^-F? ^t fRvSFI ^ ^ftFTF Fif F? FFFf WT FFFFRt F>t FTT^fif Ft tcFJ FFTTFFFTT 
■F FF^ FtcT-FF F? RP; FRF F ftp? FFSlFM FF TTRTTF ST^FTtFTT fFR RTF FFH t I H? FcRFjFtF 
% fFr UHtFdKflt F TRFTF FF 'jyfF ?TF«fF fFiHT £ I ^RT WW? d?T #RT fF>HT FHT & M Fit 
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PETett PE Pf?t-CE E7 ERET Et EEarFM Et W ftcTE Eft 

3 Ej>fin<s ?mf p % pe> t I 

(vi) REfo, EPafrM ERT 3IPET^ E^ PElfcT RftEEtf t. Ejtf ETEcff 3 Etf Eft WE ERE $ EffEpt £t 
W?ft t I -re ^ItRE gTSTE E£TT ETEE E> g^fERT E> EETE # I Tp>. E pff WOT RRf Et 
ETE^ it afR VilSKjfl tgfeRff Ef WT ftfEEE WRf ET ETE PESTHM iTRT PRTTE tERTT EET t, FEE 
cRt EE EE^ EPTEtRE Elft f&ET t I 

EPafpft^t ERT PP|E PETE fpRE E PF PET PEPT t f% PER <$ E^ Weft EE PETE wf 2000-01 
E> fEE tfFTTlEET % I fEWT E, Eg £RT USRtH %TJ EE EftP E5 fep? P%ft pt>P 7T% eE 2000-01 
Ef feTE 100% % 3fte Eft 3TEFTEE EElf# t, ETT PFRTE Eft P? PTET afR TRJcft PEP TP3RE 
^ 3FJPTE E EEJ aitp'tf^fcflE E> EEPP PTftTT FPft (f I 

-I 

EEarPM nm PETE f$PT EET fErftp fEEPP EYlfcTT t T>t 2001-02 3fR 2002-03 E> fcTp 3rf£RtF 
'JETTEE "pRteE" PER E>T PEETIEtT Weft RT^ ERE E> PTE Et #ETpPF % I ?P TRETt fT* PRTtIEe 
EPT EE PEtETTOTT afR PEE EHi PE EE^ PfcTEjcT PETE ET?T P%E7 I 

(\Tii) PF PlfeERE P?JcEE ^ fePJ 2 eE EE flEET E3> fEipfRd ER ^<T>I tt I TnTETTfrIE> PTPtE E EE3ft4M) 
E WTeHptfl «Rf EE 2 eE Eft afptE E> feFJ ECT RFE eE ai^pfE EE EE Et PTTTTE [E>E1 ft | EPlI’t, 
gE'i'Et E PRnfEtF E?T EE 3 eE eE 3TEffer Et fflV ,%T ’TOE ^ fefp PTE eE ^ I "gJEr, FP PTPH 
EE fPEEE ERE ERft EE^ fEEP '■iRlMfEET E^t f, ^TtRpJ FP PPTRTP ^ ST^RtKT EE E#EET ERE 
E» feTE EEE aftfERT E^t 4^s(E 1 

PPaiHflcf I E> EEPf-Eraj PPRt ^PT EIPI-E ERTPTE 2 E^ E>t PTPFE ^ElffT SflEfR pft'cl T^p,2000 
3rjPrfEE %ET PET «TT I FTcT ^ PTfeERR EKT ET^PtfeT TrP3Tpft€t P P#fer EcTE PPRt EE 
'tft- WTtfSpT «TEt WE PPRt Eft EEET ^ ERT EE-EP1ET FtE EE 3TTE7T fpET PET RT I E^Sfct 
am arjpitEE f%p eth etE EEEt pfeee cptper ppi^t Eft %rtt RtTfrf^m eep1-we ppRf Eft 
%TET m ETTR H5-TW1 I'EpfRel ERET EEfpEvt t I 

9. qfPETPE: afR EER tEp EE EEEWI ERE EPE EETE fo? ETf*t E> 3fTPR PE EF PTt&ERR EPaEto 

^ PETITE Eft aigHtfcd ERET t 3?R EeRE ftEEE P fEE ETJ 3FJER EEEt WWT ERE ETR EEPERt Eft etETeft <F 

Ire PPRt Eft eePtr ere fe, epePM e> eeV $ pte ee EEtftrE erte t i 


pp- "ETPE, aREET 
[ fPEm/III/IV/143/2001 /3TETPRE] 
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ar^tr 

RvR 

~m RFT 


^pff y^'KH wWt ^r tfar?fr <£ ftn? w 


3R 

TO 

wrf 

yfci m1« nRi 

3(W 

Tlfir ?y] ?T7 

(we) 

1 

OT lull 37?ft 5£cT$ 



1 

^ sm ^Jc^fr/^^/fVv^/ijJT/ 

250 OT cioli 

bo/~ 


^^N/^rr qcwygnsu ^n?r 

251 % 600 

65/- 



501 .tf 750 CT 

45/- 



751 % 1000 SRT 

36/- 



1001 Rt 1250 CT 

32/- 



1251 3fk ^fRT 3rfQqj 

28/- 

2 

^ RcFTT fW/3POT?/^/ 

200 'C*T rfO) 

110/- 



201 % 250 OT 

92/- 



251 3fR vJjRr 3ff£Rf> 

70/- 

3. 

% Rotjt gwT ^mcfy/?fjT® 

150 m 

140/- 



161 vfr 200 C*T 

110/- 



201 afar arfvto 

92/- 

4 

tfa gRI ^m/^/Tn^/ 

250 CT TRO 

08/- 


aFTCrtr 0>t* 

261 it 500 (T’X 

80/- 



601 ^ 750 

40/- 



751 "■« 1000 i’f 

30/- 



1001 3?k U7W 3ffeF5 

25/- 

6 

a# STO \J^<t>/WraT^T 

350 cT® 

107/- 



351 Rf 460 

90/- 



451 % 550 

72/- 



551 3fR \3?RT 3Tt^ 

65/ - 

6. 

Rot art? ^crt5R/tir?M if 

2GO OT Ct 0 

130/- 



201 RT 300 tT^T 

110/- 



301 % 400 

90/- 



401 afrr 3f1^ 

75/- 

7. 

■te Rottt ^T2T vxko?/iaicjM 

120 cra> 

200/- 



121 it 150 

176/- 



tsi art? owl arftJ'jr 

140/- 
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wRtre 3>pit ^ftra/##/ sirens 

120 CR THU 

190/- 

&7 -clOM ’df^o) 

121 150 7R 

160/- 


151 3fR ^TTCl 3ffe^ 

125/— 

■ft? {JHf Tsfrcf 

150 (RT TRj 

150/- 


151 if 250 eRT 

120/- 


261 if 350 

90/- 


351 afa ^37Rl arfira 

80/- 


500 

60/- 


501 71 750 (R 

43/- 


761 if 1000 

35/- 


1001 3H7 arfegi 

32/- 

ittPr <ra owr «r*r *t xj^rt/ 

150 ^1 cl^ 

13tiT/- 

#fjt <f>ra slk ssr^rar <6 it o 

161 t 200 

115/- 

#T ’BfTSFlT 

201 7t 250 C9 

106/- 


251 71 300 

85/- 


301 3fk '37RI 3ff&ra 

86/- 

orral 2pt i xjc$¥rr/#>fr rara 

150 era 

118/- 


151 if 200 cR 

115/— 


201 RT 250 

100/- 


251 71 300 CT 

85/- 


301 a#? wff 3ftCra 

75/- 

fofT IJRT IRKKHRO ij^gftrar/ 

350 era 

70/- 

?P7KT fTS 

351 if 500 cR 

60/- 


501 ^ 750 CT 

50/- 


761 7t 1000 £R 

45/- 

RTS 97 ¥WIoPI 



3hx\ ,u -s 41 wi/Tg^r ■’JTM 3 itmm 

350 <RT era 

15/- 

tM 3fk ^Sf?Rrt <5T pRH/^cRlt 

351 500 cR 

14/- 


501 71 750 

13/- 


751 3 1000 

«/- 

7F3/^r "‘j.ya-s 3RgPmT/ 

120 era 

30/- 

xjpfr t»r m wth/ 

121 % 150 

26/- 

3071? 

151 % 180 cR 

24/- 


181 31*17 B7W 3ffira 

22/- 
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16 

St-S 4 g^/^PTT 4/4T ^Rg5/ 

120 IT* 

70/— 


4t4t / 'Krrcfp^ anf4 4> sTcn^nr amfr 

121 % ISO CH 

60/- 


HcTR/tetef TTWfcH) 

151 3jR vRRT 3|Rl* 

50/- 

17. 

<4tem wft (ST-3 4 gq> 4 eRH 

120 ?m IT* 

140/- 


3lR «<4 tR ftRq ITT R3RT) 

121 % 150 ^T 

120 /- 


(tfl 'FITiT OtTTcR) 

151 #T ^?RT 3lffe(* 

100 /- 

Ill 

5>^'R WRR 



18. 

WcffaR ^tcR 4 ^R^nr/^aTcfr ateT 

(am £mrc Tifct it* after teqmq) 




3 cfl^ IT* 

11000 /- 



4 % 6 

3000/-#! 4t-Rj, 



7 aik gm4 arfa* 

2000 /-TrfcT 4R4, 

19. 

4mt 4r/4 3TiRRr 1 PT eRH/^cPrrl 

30 W^Ftf <7* 

RUfteT 17000/-W? 




g> aiRra soo/- 




qfcT WIT 



3i wr aik \57Ri a#* 

400/- uRr wit 

20 . 

‘T>S V H *tel / <aTVfl ^vRT (S^ROfcTcT) 

3 IT* 

6400/- 



4 % 6 

1600 /-IlfTT €(^ 



7 4^ aik i3wr arfci* 

1200 /- TrfcT 

21 . 

^kT-TT «THT/7gTcft •M'il (qn^ fRq<I %) 

3 H* 

3200/“ 



4 rte 44^ 

800 /— flfil (ITsJ^ 



7 aik law! a?f4* 

5oo/- nfo 

22. 

£ f>^*1't ^THI/OI^ tfi^qT (R'jft 'HHH) 

3 €t^, H* 

4000/- 



4 Tt 6 4^ 

iooo/-nf!r ^4^. 



7 4$^ afR ^rkr artk* 

600/- TlfiT dT4^, 





Tifcl 4m T^/Rlqt ail'dci aPTKH RmI^Hn oR^lcm (4>*n vjnijqi — 



(<p) oTCH tt? % anjfn? ^i—'hr 4m 4r fen? gf% ^ RraffRr w <f> ftni 4m 4> fRi: 

WT ^ CFTW Tp; ftfp 44 iRW IKT *TFT fejT vffljm | 

(GI) TT^Rl McR 4> teTcT 4 cfrft/^cW ^t 4? an«TK *R ftcTM qW % aFJflK f^PTK-^R 

£4-*tfc ffirPT if*T amiR ?Rtt 1 

$) d.5 4 4W 3<4m<*> % f4m tfr? wit afR os «R w# artenp w amR te*r ?n 4 

$ffem f^nrr aromr i 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 13th July, 2001 


No. TAMP/36/2001-MOPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 
1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Mormugao Port Trust about 
the realisation of levies of the erstwhile Mormugao Dock Labour Board into per-tonne commodity-wise rate for inclusion 
in its Scale of Rates as in the Order appended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 


Case No.TAMP/36/2001-MQPT 


The Mormugao Port Trust 


Applicant 


O FR P E 

(Passed on this 28 the day of June 2001) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) about the 
rationalisation of levies of the erstwhile Mormugao Dock Labour Board (MDLB) into per tonne commodity- 
wise rates for inclusion in its Scale of Rates. 


2. This Authority had passed an Order on 2 June 2000 relating to revision of cargo handling 

charges, warehousing and estate rentals. In the said Order, it was observed that with the merger of the 
Dock Labour Board with the Port Trust, the levy and other charges collected by Cargo Handing Labour 
Department (CHLD) (erstwhile Mormugao Dock Labour Board) appeared to have come under the purview 
of this Authority. Since the MOPT had not proposed any increase in or rationalisation of the levy, it was left 
to be enquired into at a later stage. 


3.1. In this backdrop, the MOPT has now proposed to rationalise the existing levy of the 

erstwhile Dock Labour Board into a commodity-wise rate per tonne at various levels of output. The 
proposal has been endorsed by the Board of Trustees of the MOPT in its meeting held on 28 March 2001 



[*TFT III—7^4] 
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3.2. In its proposal, the MOPT has made the following main points: 


(i). The proposal has been discussed with the port users who were availing the services of 
cargo handling labour and It has unanimously been agreed to rationalise the existing 
levies on percentage of wages into a commodity-wise rate per tonne, at various levels of 
output. 


(ii). The rate per tonne at various levels of output will take care of the performance levels of all 
stevedores, 


(iii). The average output per-hook per-shift of a vessel for charging the commodity-wise rate 
has been worked out by including even factors like failure of equipment, unfavourable 
climatic conditions, insufficient cargo, etc. 


(iv). The proposed rate structure will make the accounting procedure simpler. Further, there 
will be no cross-subsidisation of handling cost of one commodity by that of another 
commodity. 


. (v). The estimated income on implementation of the proposed rates will be Rs. 15.27 crores as 
against an estimated expenditure of Rs.15 crores. The net surplus will only be marginal 
An expenditure of Rs.5.32 crores has also been provided for social security benefits in 
addition to actual operating expenditure on cargo handling labour. 


4.1. The proposal of the MOPT was circulated among all concerned representative bodies of 

port users for their comments. 


4.2. We have received comments only from the Mormugao Stevedores Association (MSA), A 

summary of the comments furnished by the MSA is as follows: 


The Mormugao Stevedores Association (MSA) 

(i) . Rationalisation of levies charged by the CHLD has been a long pending issue and was 

one of the conditions of the merger of the erstwhile MDLB with the MOPT in the year 
1998. 

(ii) . The port had detailed discussions with the MSA and arrived at a proposal agreed by all 

concerned. 
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Since the proposal has been arrived at by the consensus of both parties l.e. the port and 
port users, the Board of Trustees of the MOPT has also approved it and forwarded to the 
Authority for perusal and approval. 

It is requested to explore the possibility to fix the validity of the commodity-wise rates for 3 
years instead of 2 years as suggested by the port as it will help to adjust and adopt the 
new system in a better way and to take an earty decision In this regard. 

On a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the MOPT was requested to furnish additional 
clarifications on the following points: 

The existing schedule of the charges applicable to the CHLD. 

The methodology adopted to convert the existing labour based rates into proposed per 
tonne rates and the working sheet explaining the calculations. 

(lii). The basis of arriving at the productivity slabs for prescribing rates and the commodity wise 
productivity (Average hook shift output) for the last three years.. 

(iv). A comparative statement of the commodity-wise cargo handled by the CHLD during 1999- 
2000 and 2000-01 and the revenue realised at the existing rates vis-a-vis the revenue 
realisable at the proposed rates to assess the financial implications of the proposal. 

5.2, The clarifications given by the MOPT, in addition to submission of the requisite information 

called for, are as follows: 

(i). The methodology adopted to convert the existing commodity-wise cost per tonne 
consisting of wages and levies as applicable for labour drawn, as per the prescribed 
manning scales, Into per tonne rate. The working sheet giving details of the calculation 
have been furnished. 

(II). The productivity slabs for prescribing the rates are based on the performance of the vessel 
output. The higher the rate of output per hook per shift, the lower is the employment of 
labour. The rates are structured in such a way that when the productivity per-hook per-shlft 
output goes up per tonne, the rates are brought down based on the average cost of 
labour In case of operations by vessels fitted with grabs, the lifting capacity of the grab 
and other factors like failure of grab, Crane failure, etc., are also considered. 

6, A joint hearing in this case was held on 14 May 2001 at the MOPT. At the joint hearing, 
the MOPT explained the proposal. It pointed out that he proposal was for rationalisation of rates which the 
TAMP itself had advised. All users, especially the Stevedores, agreed with the proposal. The Mormugao 
Stevedores Association conveyed that it fully endorsed the proposal, 

7 . Since it was gathered that the Calcutta Dock Labour Board (CDLB) had already adopted a 
unit rate for supply of on : board labour, relevant details were obtained from it. Some of the relevant points 
mentioned by the CDLB are as follows: 

(i) . The CDLB had already changed over from gang-based cost to unit-based cost of 

telescopic productivity oriented slabs. 

(ii) . This change over was primarily to bring in transparency in cost and to make the system of 

recovery simple apart from achieving a parity between the Port and the DLB charges. 

(iil). The new system of charging was questioned by the Stevedores in the court of law. 

(iv). After deliberations at the government level, the CDLB had already implemented unit rate 

on containers and break bulk cargo w.e.f. 5 March 1999 and 1 January 2000 respectively 
with due concurrence of the Ministry of Shipping. The Court had also ruled in favour of the 
CDLB by dismissing the cases questioning the change of methodology. 


(iii) . 

(iv) . 

5.1. 

information / 

(i). 

(il). 
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8. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this case, 

the following position emerges: 

(I). The erstwhile Mormugao Dock Labour Board (MDLB) merged with the MOPT with effect 
from 1 April 1998. Consequent upon this merger, all employees of the MDLB have 
become employees of the MOPT. That being so, deployment of cargo handling workers 
for stevedoring and other shore based operations has been done by the MOPT with effect 
from 1 April 1998 and the relevant charges are being collected by the MOPT. Since the 
functions carried out by these cargo handling workers encompass some of the listed 
services under Section 48 of the MPT Act, a Port Trust supplying services of such workers 
cannot levy a charge without the approval of this Authority. Immediately on merger of the 
MDLB with It, the MOPT should have approached this Authority for inclusion of the 
charges earlier levied by the MDLB in the Scale of Rates of the Port so that it can legally 
continue to levy them. This has, however, not happened earlier. The instant proposal has 
also been submitted by the MOPT based on the advice given by this Authority. 

(ii) . The current policy of the Government is to merge the DLBs with the concerned Port 

Trusts. With such mergers, the charges for deployment of cargo handling workers will 
come under the regulatory ambit of this Authority. It is, therefore, useful to examine the 
pricing principles to be adopted in such cases, in the context of the MOPT proposal, 
which, incidentally, is the first formal proposal received by us to regulate cargo handling 
workers charges. 

In the conventional Dock Labour Board's levy system, the actual wages of worker along 
with different percentages of overhead recovery for different purposes and the actual piece 
rate earning rate of the workers are recovered from the stevedores who book the Dock 
labours for on-board stevedoring works. The instant proposal of the MOPT is to change 
over from this levy system to a per-tonne rate. As has been pointed out by the MOPT, a 
per-tonne rate brings in transparency in recovery of cost and also makes accounting 
easier, As far as shippers are concerned, it becomes easier for them to assess the overall 
costing of moving their cargo 

There can be an argument that if unit rates are introduced, it may encourage the 
stevedores to demand more number of labour gangs than actually required. This 
argument, prima facie, does not appear valid since the Port Trusts / Dock Labour Boards 
have laid down manning scales for different operations and the labour deployment is 
based on such scales. There can still be a doubt in some quarters whether a ‘per-tonne’ 
rate will encourage productivity. It is to be admitted that a simple prescription of a 'per- 
tonne' rate may not motivate the Stevedores to effect proper planning and supervision to 
achieve higher productivity. After all, they will pay a unit rate, which is not linked to time 
and workforce. This may lead to Port Trusts deploying more 'gang-shifts’ incurring more 
labour cost, which will not fully be recovered. If the ‘per-tonne’ (unit) rate is linked to 
productivity levels, as has been proposed by the MOPT, this problem can effectively be 
addressed. The productivity linkage will act as an incentive to the Stevedores to achieve 
better productivity to reduce the overall cost of operation. 

Prescription of a unit rate for on-board services will undoubtedly bring in transparency; 
and, incidentally, such a system of charging will enable a more objective monitoring of 
identified service-components of the Terminal Handling Charges levied by the Lines. 

It is to be recognised that the Lines or their agents in any case pay the stevedores 
engaged by them for ‘on board’ work on unit rate basis depending on the tonnage of cargo 
loaded I unloaded. A unit rate system also forecloses the scope for multiple counting of 
cost of the same labour gang while billing against different Lines / consignees. 

(iii) . Significantly, in modern ports / terminals like the JNPT, the NSICT and HDC, where the 

Dock Labour Board Scheme was never introduced, the recovery of stevedoring / on-board 
charges are unit-based rates. In case of the Port Trust, the charges levied for supply of 
shore labour (who complement on-board labour) are included in wharfage or levied 
separately as handling charge. In either case, the charges realised are based on a unit- 
rate and not on a levy system. The merits of the unit rate has also been recognised even 
by an existing Dock Labour Board (CDLB). In case of the CDLB, the method adopted to 
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levy unit-based rates has been endorsed by the Ministry of Shipping (MOS) and has the 
incidental approval of the Calcutta High Court, 

(iv). As has been mentioned earlier, this is a new category of tariff which is now to be regulated 
by this Authority. A definite view on the common approach to regulate this tariff item In all 
the major ports will be taken in due course. To enable appreciation of all relevant issues 
and implications, a Working Group comprising members drawn from Port Trusts, 
Stevedores, C.C.I., and the Trade will be constituted soon. 


The MOPT proposal need not, however, be held up for a further Study of the Issues. In 
this context it is relevant here to mention that the National Institute of Port Management 
(NIPM), Chennai, had carried out a Study on ‘Rationalisation of levy of cargo handling 
labour operation for equitable handling cost for Mormugao Port Trust' under the directives 
of the Ministry of Shipping. In its Report submitted recently, the NIPM has also suggested 
conversion of the existing system of labour levy into per-tonne rates with productivity 
linkages, 

(v) . In view of what has been explained in sub-paras (ii), (iii) and (iv) above, and the obvious 

superiority of a unit-rate over the conventional levy system, the proposal of the MOPT to 
introduce a per-tonne rate linked to productivity for supply of on-boatd cargo handling 
workers deserves to be approved. It is noteworthy that the users have fully endorsed the 
proposal. As has been pointed by the MSA, Introduction of a consolidated per-tonne rate 
in place of the existing system of levy is one of the conditions listed in the scheme for 
merger of MDLB with the MOPT. 

(vi) . While the methodology adopted by the MOPT is acceptable, the working of rates in some 

cases contains minor mistakes. These mistakes are mainly due to rounding off of the total 
cost. Since the rates are linked to productivity levels and the proposal is made by the 
MOPT after due consultation with the stevedores, we have not made any adjustment of 
the individual rates. 

The Impact statement submitted by the MOPT reveals that the impact of the new system 
of charge is marginal for the year 2000-01. In the statement, the amount realisable on 
account of scrap handled by grab shows an abnormal increase of more than 100% for the 
year 2000-01, which appears to be due to some arithmetical error in the estimation of 
volume handled and revenue realisable. 

The financial estimates provided by the MOPT show that the surplus generation for the 
years 2001-02 and 2002-03 is marginal even after introduction of the proposed system of 
‘per tonne' charge. That being so, the proposed rates may not have any adverse impact 
on both the users and the Port. 


(vii). This Authority has already prescribed a validity cycle of 2 years for tariffs. The MOPT in 
the instant case has also proposed to allow the proposed rates to be valid for, a period of 2 
years. The MSA has, however, pleaded for keeping the proposed rates valid for 3 year 
period. Since there are no special circumstances governing this case, we do not find any 
justification for accepting the request of the MSA. 

The general revision of cargo related charges of the MOPT was approved in June 2000 
with the usual validity period of 2 years. The revised railway charges at the MOPT 
approved by this Authority recently were also ordered to be co-terminus with the validity of 
the revised cargo related charges. That being so, it is logical to prescribe the validity of 
the cargo handling workers charges to be approved now to be co-terminus with the validity 
of the revised cargo related charges so that a coordinated view will be possible in future at 
least of all cargo related tariff at the MOPT, 

9 , In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority approves the proposal of the MOPT and amends the Scale of Rates of the MOPT to 
include charges for deployment of cargo handling workers as given in the statement annexed. 


S, SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ ADVT/m/IV/143/2001/Exty] 
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No. 


I. STEVEDORING 


Average output per 
hook per vessel 



Pellets / Ores / Lumpy / Fines / Manganese / 
Lime Stone / Pig Iron by grabs 


Lumpy / Ore / Fines / Pellets by net slings 


Upto 250 tonnes 
251 to 500 tonnes 
501 to 750 tonnes 
751 to 1000 tonnes 
1001 to 1250 tonnes 
1251 and above 


Upto 200 tonnes 
201 to 250 tonnes 
251 and above 


Coal / Coke by net slings 


Upto 150 tonnes 
151 to 200 tonnes 
201 and above 


Coal / Coke / Met / R.P. Coke by grabs 


Upto 250 tonnes 
251 to 500 tonnes 
501 to 750 tonnes 
751 to 1000 tonnes 
1001 and above 






Fertilisers / Foodgrains by grabs 

Upto 350 tonnes 

351 to 450 tonnes 

451 to 550 tonnes 

551 and above 

Fertilisers / Foodgrains with slings and pay 
loader / JCB 

Upto 200 tonnes 

201 to 300 tonnes 

301 to 400 tonnes 

401 and above 

Fertiliser / foodgrains by net slings 

Upto 120 tonnes 

121 to 150 tonnes 

151 and above 

Bagged cargo fertiliser / sugar / foodgrains 
(including stacking in the hatch) 

Upto 120 tonnes 

121 to 150 tonnes 

151 and above 

Scrap by grabs 

Upto 150 tonnes 

151 to 250 tonnes 

251 to 350 tonnes 

351 and above 

Bauxite 

Upto 500 tonnes 

501 to 750 tonnes 

751 to 1000 tonnes 

1001 and above 
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£ 



Cargo 

Average output per 
hook per vessel 

Rats per tonne 
(in Rs.) 

11. 

Alumina / C.P. Coke in Jumbo bags to sling and 

Upto 150 tonnes 

130/- 


open the bags In the hold 

151 to 200 tonnes 

115/- 



201 to 250 tonnes 

105/- 



251 to 300 tonnes 

95/- 



301 and above 

85/- 

12, 

Alumina / C.P. Coke in Jumbo bags 

Upto 150 tonnes 

118/- 



151 to 200 tonnes 

115/- 



201 to 250 tonnes 

100/- 



251 to 300 tonnes 

85/- 



301 and above 

75/- 

13. 

H R. Coils / Steel Slabs by slings 

Upto 350 tonnes 

70/- 



351 to 500 tonnes 

60/- 



501 to 750 tonnes 

50/- 



751 to 1000 tonnes 

45/- 

II. SHORE OPERATIONS 

14. 

Loading / Unloading of Steel Slabs and coils at 

Upto 350 tonnes 

15/- 


R &D Yard / Open Plot 

351 to 500 tonnes 

14/- 



501 to 750 tonnes 

13/- 



751 to 1000 tonnes 

12/- 


Loading / unloading of Alumina / C.P. Coke 

Upto 120 tonnes 

30/- 


Jumbo bags in sheds / open plot 

121 to 150 tonnes 

26/- 



151 to 180 tonnes 

24/- 



181 and above 

22/- 


Bagged Cargo Loading/ Unloading of Fertiliser / 

Upto 120 tonnes 

70/- 


Sugar / Foodgrains etc., Into / from trucks / 

121 to 150 tonnes 


1 

wagons in the shed (one operation) 

151 and above 

50/- 


Bagged Cargo (loading in trucks in the shed 

Upto 120 tonnes 

140/- 


and for placing on net slings at berths) (two 

121 to 150 tonnes 

120/- 

■ 

shore operations) 

*151 and above 

100/- 
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s.. 

No. 

Cargo 

Average output per 
hook per vessel 

Rate per TEU 
(in Re.) 

III. CONTAINER HANDLING 

18. 

-- 

Stuffing / de-stufflng from Fishing Trawler 

(Average output per hook 
per trawler) 

Upto 3 TEUs 

4 to 6 TEUs 

7 TEUs and above 

11000/- 

3000/- per TEU 

2000/- per TEU 

19. 

Containers loading / unloading from / into 
vessels 

* 

Upto 30 boxes 

31 boxes and above 

500/- per box 
subject to a 
minimum of 

Rs. 12000/- 

400/- per box 

20. 

Containers Stuffing / de-stuffing (manual) 

* 

Upto 3 TEUs 

4 to 6 TEUs 

7 TEUs and above 

6400/- 

1600/-per TEU 

1200/-per TEU 

21. 

Container Stuffing / de-stufflng (with forklift) 

Upto 3 TEUs 

4 to 6 TEUs 

7 TEUs and above 

3200/- 

800/- per TEU 

500/- per TEU 

22. 

Containers Stuffing / de-stuffing (Personal 
effects) 

Upto 3 TEUs 

4 to 6 TEUs 

7 TEUs and above 



The average output per hook / shift per vessel shall be arrived as follows: 

(a) . The tonnage as per Bill of Lading shall be divided by the number of hooks employed for 

the vessel to determine the tonnage per hook for the vessel. 

(b) . In the case of shore operations the shift-wise tonnage as per tally sheet based on the lorry 

/ railway receipt / packing list will be the basis for billing. 

(c) . The fraction of output below 0.5 shall be ignored and 0,5 and above shall be rounded off to 

the next higher tonne. 


Printed by the Manager, Govt of India Pres*, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-1100 J4. 
















